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Dear Chairman Quello:

I cont.inue t.o be concerned },)y ~e act.ion. ot II01M cable coapanies
in the veek. leading up t.o the i ••uance of Fee revulat.ion. to
t-pleaent. the Cable Television Con.uaer Protection and Competition
Act of 1992. I would like to reiterate JAY concerns regarding two
very i~rtant provi.ion- of the lave

The two principal objectiv•• at congre.. in pa••ing the Cable Act
v.re to increa.e coapetition in the video ~Jcetplace and to
control cable rate. for conauaers in the ab.ans. at .ffective
coapetlt.ion.

Acce.. to pzoOCjJZ'_1DCJ is on. of the principal proviaion. in the
Cable Act d..1gned t.o incr.... co.petition to local cable
aonopolie.. Aa you are avar., 1:he provi.ion prohibit. vertically
int.eqrat.ed cable progr...1ng ••rvic.. troa discriainat1nq a.on9
.ultichannel video provid.r. in prica, ter-, a~ conditions in
the sale and delivery of progr_ing. The burden in provine; that
price difference. are not d1.crialnatory lie. vith the vertically
intec)ratecS prograa provider VIla auat deaonstrate that ditterenc••
in price ..et OM of four .pacific exaptione in the laVe 1 ..
very concerned that any .i.interpretation of C0ftCJre••ional intent
v1~ retlard to th..e ....ur•• could CS8lay or !aped_ increa.ed
ccmau.ar choice .-oD9 ~itive provider••

It ~ the olaar ~~t of COnljr". to en.ur. rea.onable cable
r.~, even in ti... above th••_ie ti.r. .In inatance. where
cuI. COIIp&Di•• r.tier pl"ovr--int ..rvic.. on ):)a_i.e or ext.nded
ba.ic t.i••, Congr int.ended that con.uaera ot all tier. be
protect:acl troll u.ar onabl. rat. and rate incr......
As I stated dUrin; floor consideration of the veto override, -1ft
tllo.. cc.aun1ti.. wher. the aoftopoli.. have rai••d rate. throu9b
'the root, tile cable Bill vil1 acrt.ually roll acJc rate. to
rea.onabl. level. by directing tbe Pee to .eek level. coaparable
vitb ~o.. exi.t.ing 1n c~iti•• wher. cable doe. race
ca.petition. w It would be unacceptable if the requlation.
proaulgate4 by thePCC e1id not faithfully ~ultill the _ndate ~f

the cable Act to reduc. cable rat.. for conauaer••
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The legislative hi.tory lay. out the intent of Congr••• vith
regareS to the•• f~ntal provi.ion.. Th. Subc:ea-1tt•• viII
clo.ely review the-regulation. pra.ulqate4 by the FCC to ensure
that .uch regulation. ar. con.i.tent with Conqr•••1~nal intent.

I look forwareS to working vith you and your colleagu.. on the
Ca.ai••ion on th••• i~rtant i ••u•• , and I thank you for your
attention to .y concern••

Sinc.rely,

&-.Aj.~.,
Edward J. ~k.;~-o
Chai~n
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